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A CharitabJ&* 
Order to allay the Outrage of a Confentious Apoltati 


-1nverting his Error (from true Chriſtian Faith art 
Charity) upon him, in his Book, falily-Stiled, ' 


New Rome UnmaskD, xc. 


—— Thy Backſlidings ſhall reprove thee, Jer. 2. 1g. ” 
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N the firſt place, let it be Noted, that he forfeits and loſes ſuch his Indiiement , or þ 
Francis Bugg in his Epiftle Dedicatory to therein,- he is an Apoftate from Chrift and 

Sir #. N. ( in his late Book, falfly Stiled, Spirit, but, F. B, was for ſome time ſo ind} 
New Rome Unmest'd, and her Foilndztion with the Spirit of Chrift, and afterward hay 

> ſhakes, ) doth thus Apologize, viz. 1 bave backſlidden, and turned from the.ſame Spirit, 
adveniured to ſpend ſome Tcifirabie How's 10 ſer forrh therefore he is an Apoſtate from Chriſt andy 
# the World ſome Reaſons, why it is no Apoftacy from Spirit, 1 ſuppoſe the Firft Propoſition, no? 
the Chriſtian Faith to ſeparate from the Quakers: -Be tional Chriſtian Man will deny; the Seconj, 
Pleaſed rberefore, that under your Name and Patronage, proved by F. B's own Conriftions, Senſe, ;* 
they may appear as @ Covert 0 vail 1heir ImperfeFions, Commendations, of the People called kh 
for defefirue they muſt needs be in many reſpets ; firſt, their Dotrin and Miniftry, -As a diſpenſation off 
for that 1 am not indued with that Spirit the Apoſtles | ove of God ſent as 4 vifnation to Maikind, | 
had. - Pray Obſerve here his Reaſons againſt the Chriſtian Scciety, Love unfeigned, and bleſſed El? 
Quakers, ( ſo called, ) muft needs be very lame «s in the beginning, - and for many Nears, &c. Wig 
and defetive indeed in many reſpets, beeauſe accordingly he has highly cummended, both, 
they proceed not from the Spirit of Chrift, being fore and fince his Conformity, in-his Two Bay 
that very Spirit the Holy Apoſtles, - and all true one Entitled, De Chriſtiana Libertate, Ch. 1. 
Chriftians, had and have, according to their ſe- 2. Printed Anno 1682. The other, The Qy 
veral meaſures and degrees thereof > but it ap- dereFed, p. 3. Printed 1686, about Two'K, 
pears, F.B. is not indted therewith, but with after his Conformity to the Church of Engky 
another ( a contrary } Spirit, from whence all fo that he muſt needs have been indned with. 
his lame defeQive Reaſons, and bitter Reproach- Spirit of Chrift, whilſt” he felt his Bleſſing}! 
£8 againft us-proceed 3 whence we may Argue, Preſence amongwus 3 but now he has loſt thay 
1. He that has not the Spirit of Chrift, is none duement, he isnot now indued with the Spix 
of his, Kom. $. 9. but F. B. has not the- Spirit of Chrift, which the Apoſtles had, bur ſince ty 
Chrift, he is not indned with it, therefore he-is a bitter Enemy to us, and Railer in-Priat ag? 
none of Chrift's, conſequently no true Chriſtian. ys, *ther&fore he is an Apoftate, © not only; 

' 2. He that for ſome time was ( jn'meaſure ) in- the People called Quakers, but from Chriff” 
duadaiith the Snirit of Chrift, and afterwards ſo his Spirit. He proceeds in his Apology, , 


uScient 10 grapple with ſuch Scholars as are ſome 
'Chieftains of the Quakers, Anſw. However 
'F. B. art fo plentifully accompliſl'd with 
y and Scorn, and ſo puft up with Pride and 
tempt againſt us, that thou knoweft hdw to 


» ſuch Rhetorick thy Bottle and Bundle is 
niſh'd withal. But 'twere far more reputa- 
for thee to ſtudy to be Quiet, and mind thy 
| Buſineſs, than to buſie thy (elf in Defaming 
Reproaching others. 
Chou haſt accuſed vs with a Crocked Creed, 
h thou calleft zbe Qu hers Creed, ( made up of 
Articles, or Six Creeds rather, )\ which thou 
dereft contrary to what's either Apo/tolical, or 
iftian, chiefly concerning 7ejus Coriji, and the 
Scriptures, failly infinuating our denial there- 
as in thy Epiſtle tothe Bereans, ch. 3. p. 15. 
11 muſt tell thee, ci: ſuch a Creed as [ never 
before, to be term24d a Creed; 'ris a Creed 
hy own modelling, of thy own furming as 
ed, of thy own conſtruing, and of thy own 
e PROG 2h, as Anti-Apoftolical, Anti-Chri- 
ji, Bla ous, and what not,- &©c. Thy 
and chief Charge of our nor owning Him that 
* Bora of the Virgin Mary to bz Chrift ; or, that 
* Quakers cannot call H | M Chriſt; and far- 
r, that the Quakers deny the ſame Chriſt Jeſus, ch. 
- all which being Notorious Falſhoods, ] thou 
"deduced from Three Articles, or Creeds, 
7 haft formed, as the Quaker's out of Iſazc 
nington's Queſtions to the Profeſſors ; fo thou art 
dme ſuch a Learned Creed-maker, that thou 
| make Queſtions, Creeds, or turn particu- 
'Queftions into a general Creed, and then 
xe thy falſe Conftruttion, and thereupon Cry 
Ob! Horrible Blaſph-my, And therefore the 
y ſenſe of every Article alledged againſt 
Quakers, may be rationally and juftly invert- 
apon thee as thy Senſe and Creed. 
». In the Firft Article, or Creed, thou Ob- 
ER, and wonldft jmpoſe on the Quakers, that 
Scriptures do exprefly diftinguiſh between 
RIST and the BODY in which he came, be- 
en 'the SUBSTANCE which was Vailed, and 
FAIZ, &c. Lol come, a Body haft thou pre- 
ed me : There is phinly HE, and the BODY 
hich became ; there was the outward Veff), 
"the ittward Life, (Gc. This heing by F. B. 
i as contrary to the Teftimony of the 
+ Angels, the holy Apoftles, Þ 
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Chris for whom the Body was prepared 5 "twas 
not Chriſt that came in the Fleſh or Body ; 
there's no ſuch diftintion in Scripture as berwegn 
Chri# and the Body, the Vail and the Subſtance, the 
outward Veſſel and the INWARD LIFE, Then, 
bchold ! this Creed-maker's Creed, how con- 
trary to plain Scripture-phraſe and diftinQion it 
is, viz. The Body of Feſw, Mat. 27. 58. Chriſt 
come mm the 'Fleſh, 1 Fob. 4. 2, 3. who calls his 
Body rbi Temple, Joh. 2. 19, 21. and the Apo- 
ftle calls bi Fl:ſb the Vail, Heb.1c.20, Lo, I come, 
a Body baf thou prepared me, Plal. 40. 7. Heb. 10. 
Was not this 1: and Me Chrift the Son of God ? 
And how plain is the diſtintion ? And Dr. Barns 
himſelf (even as F. B. cites him, p. 19.) has the 
ſame diftinftion'in his Creed or Belief, Fhet F</us 
Chri who was conceived by the Holy Ghot TOO K 
Flefh of the blefſed Virgin Mary, Very true. who 
took Fleſh of the Virgin ? *Twas Jeſus Chriſt 5 
therefore, Jeſus Chriſt was before, Yet we'll 
readily grant that though the Names Feſus and 
Chrift chiefly and in the fir place belong to him 
that took the Body or Fl:ſh (as F. P. explains his. 
meaning) yet the Names Feſus and Chriff were 
given to both his Body and Soul joyntly and ſeve- 

rally in a Synecdochical way of ſpeaking. 

It was Chriſt that dyed 3 but how ? As con- . 
cerning the Fleſh, 1 Pet. 3. 18. , For his Divine 
Life never dyed ; nerdid the Soul of the Mefiab 
ever die. But to which chiefly and primarily were 
the Names Feſus and Chrifi given? 1. If to the 
Body or Fleſh he took, then the Body was a- 
bove and more excellent than his Soul, and the 
Fleſh. above the Spirit. 2. And if ſo then the 
Son of Go4 either was not, or was not Chri# be- 
fore he took the Bo.ly. Gh ! horrible Ignorance. 
How now F. B! Why did not thy Minifter fop- 
thee from running into ſuch Sociniariſm ? Whie 
ther art thou run in thy Oppoſition and .Creed- 
making; to render the Quakers horrible Blaſ* 
phemers? As to F. P.*'s words ng 4 objefted, 
Thae we cannot call the Bodily Garment, C if The 
word Garment I take to be only a figurative 
manner of ſpeaking, as the word, Pal which is 
is, Heb. 10, 20. An Ingenious Man 
would allow him his own meaning as he explaifis- 
it ; namely, That we cannot call the Body (which he 
rook upon bim) chiefly and in the fir place Jeſus 
Chriſt. 1t not being firft, nor the intire Chyift, 
becauſe he was the Son of God, and conſequently 
Chrift, before he took upon him that _Body,. 

N $ Chrait, 
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2. A Queſtion, Creed 2. * If any hayefelr 
« the ſaving Arm of the Lord, a meafure of the 
* fame Life, Power and Anoinimg revealed in us 
* and in our Vetlels as was in his; Is it not of 
© the ſame Nature, &c. Is not Chrift the Seed? 
©* If this Seed grow up in me, is not Chrift then 
*. formed in me ? if I be ingrafted into and grow 
«© init, am not [ ingrafted into Chrift ? Is not 
* this the ſame Chrift that took upon him a Body 
© of Fleſh, and offered it without the Gates of 
« Feruſalem? | To all which we ſay 7a] Is 
& there any more Chriſt's than one ? Or is there 
* any other than he ? Is Chrift divided? Is 
« there one Chriſt within, another without ? 
[To all which we ſay Nay.] Our Adzerlary con- 
cluding his Remark hereupon, That if 1he ſame 
Chyift that offered up that Body be I N them, as they 
Jay, even the very ſame that ſuffered Death at Jeru- 
ſalem 3 then he cries out, Ob! horrible Blaſphemy. 
Pray then obſerve this Oppoſer's contrary Creed, 
e converſo. 1. That a meaſure of the ſame Life, 
Power and Anointing revealed in us, as was in 
Chrift, is not of the ſame Nature [ what pure 
Nonſenſe is this? ] 2. That Chrift is »or the 
Seed; or, that Chriſt is nor formed in them that. 
are ingrafted into him and grow up in him 
3. That this Seed, Chrift, into which true Be- 
lievers are ingrafted, is not the ſame Chrift that 
took 6n 1im the Body of Fleſh, and offer'd it with- 
out the Gates of Feruſalem [ Oh horrible 1ga9- 
rance ! the Seed Chriſt is but one and the fame 
indiviſible Chriſt. ]J. 4. That there's more 
Chriſt's than one, there's one without, another 
within ; another than him that took the Body that 
ſuffered at Feruſelm, or that Chrift is divided : 
fOh- horrible Antichriſtianiſm !] thus to oppoſe 


and deny Chriſt within, the word of Faith ingrafted, - 


and conſequently Chrift's coming in Spirit, as 
not the fame Chrift that cam= and ſuffered in the 
Fleſh, contrary to the expreſs Teſtimonies of the 
holy Prophets and Apoſtles, and of Chrift him- 
ſelf, which are for the one Seed, the one Lord Je- 
{us Chriſt, as both in the Fleſh and in the Spirit ; 
the word of Faith, the ingrafted word who is 
not divided ; even the ſame Chrift that ſuffered 
in the Fleſh, being ſpiritually in true Believers 
read Fob. 17. 23, 25» I in them, and theyin me, &C, 
Whence I argne, If it was the ſame Jeſus Chrift 
that offered up the Body that* ſaid theſe words, / 
in them and they in me, then the ſam? Jeſus Chrift 
is in true Believers : But it was' the ſame Jeſus 
Chrift, Oc. 
. Greed 3. © To whom do the Names and Ti- 


ts). 


« Mace beieng? Do they belohg te the {£ 
* which was root by bim, or to bim wha took* 
<« Body, We, {. They belong, chiefly and in the: 
© place tro bim, the Son of Ged, .who took ! 
« Body in F. P.'s Senſe, ] But this Creed-ma 
F, B. objeQs, viz. That the natur al conſequence 0, 
#, I- That the Names Feſus and Chrijt do hf 
properly belong to the Body as to the Treaf 
in the. Body, Thar here rhey ſeparate that which | 
hath for ever joyned together. | Faiſe, by the e! 
we may diftinguiſh where we do not ſeparat 
Yhen do but turn theſe Queſtions cited into F., 
contrary lenſe (in oppotition to that of F, F 
and 'tis this, viz. That the Names @d Titles 7, 
SUS and CHRIST do not CHIEFLY and tn 
FIRST PLACE belong 10 bim (i. e. the Sor 
God) who took the Body but chirfly and in the | 
place to rh: Body which he took upon him, which! 
prepared for bim. Bebold this Creed-mak 
Creed ! How LUnchriftian in it ſelf, and A 
chriftian in its natural conſequence , ſuppol 
Jeſus Chrift the Son of God was not in being; 
fore his Incarnation. Oh horrible Antichr: 
aniſm ! againſt which I propoſe theſe 
ments. | 
1. If Jeſus Chrift was before he took the B 
or Fleſh, then the Names Feſus and Chralt; 
cbiefly and in the firſt placz belong to Zim that & 
the Body ; but Jeſus Chrift was before he & 
the Body ; therefore, 4c, - The firſt Prop 
tion is unqueſtionable ; for the ſecond I farf 
argue, 4 
2. If the Son of God was before he took 
Body, then Jeſus Chrift was before he took? 
Body ; but the Son of God was before he took! 
Body; therefore, Jeſus Chrift was before het 
the Body (or came in the Fleſh.) The firft pal 
not to be doubted, That the Son of God wat 
Anvinted of God, the Chrift of God, the Savie 
the ſecond Part, is evident that the- Son of; 
was before he took the Body, becauſe God 
the Worlds by his Son, Zeb. 1. 2, . 
3. If God created all things by Jeſus Chi 
then Je&s Chrift was before he took the Be 
but God created all things by Jeſus Chg 
therefore, ©c. See Ephe/. 2. 9. 4 
4. If that Spiritual Rock which all 1ra21d 
of was Chriſt, then Chrift was before he took 
Body ; but that- Spiritual Ruck which all} 
drank of was Chrift, 1 Cor, 10.4 And 
eſteemed the Reproaches of Chrift | gre 
Riches than the Treaſnres of &gypt, Heb. 18, 
Therefore Chrift was in A-ſes's. days. - 
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þ byve been old, from everlaſting, Mica 4.2. 
'alfo Heb. fron {xe Chrift was 
took Fleſh, or was born of the Virgin May: 
e | general Conſequence deducible from 
\Premiſes is, That the Names Jeſus and Chrift 
fy and primarily belong to bim that tookthe 


ly, thongh ſometimes given to each, and to 


The Creed-maker further obj=As, viz. They 
Fhat bis Body was of an Earthly periſhing Na- 
e. But what are they that ſo ſay ? He hath 
enotoriouſly-wronged the People called Quz- 
5, by impoſing a fal:e Creed upon them. | 
Where do#they ſay, That Chriſt”s B-dy ei:ber 
-or is of an earihly perifbing Nature ? | ucterly 
ay the Charge, and F. B. allo to-be our Creed- 
ker, Conftrucr or Expotitor, who haih un- 
Hy . infer'd this upon us from 1/. Peaningion's 
1g, He took up9n bim-the Fleſh and Blood of our 
re, which «s of an carthly periſbing Name. 
tereby neither he nor the People called Qua- 
$ ſay, That Chriſt's Body either was or js 0 
"earthly periſbing Nature, for his Fleſh ſaw 20 
rruption, therefore did not periſh; tho" our 
ture, our Fleſh and Blood be of an earthly pe- 
fing Nature, ſo is not Chriſt's. 1 cannot ra- 
pal 7 ſuppoſe that F. P. ever imtended-that 
M's Body (which on Earth did not corrupt) 
an earthly periſhing Nature now in Hea- 
pas ours-is now on Earth (take' his Words al 
Srammatically) for-it is -ſuch ari abſurdity as [ 
oft think ever entred into If. Pernengron's 
re, being a Man both of Learning, Senſe and 
ſcience; { The Fefb and Blood of our Name } 
hg antecedent next to [which is of an carth!y 
fing Nature.) Therefore { p;riſbing ] appears 
y Belative to Fleſh and Blood, as 'tis our's and 
ws;-and not to Chrift's Body which s- incor- 


I" 2. Duth not the Name belong to the whole 


ly, &c. So that there are as many Chriſt's by their 
Grin, as believing Quakers: Oh! borrible Bla- 


fafw. No, that's not our Doftcin ; there's one 
y, and ſo but, one Chrift, 1 Cor. 12.12. But 
n the Queſtion into F. B.'s contrary Dottrin 
tyed, and then”tis The Neme Chrifl belonvs wot 

- whole Body, Cbrift's Body (i. e. his Church) 
or Anoymed; it therefore hath no right 10 bis Name 


ny. Member thereof ; - but then doth not this 
ear contrary to the: Apoſtle's -DoRrin,. viz. 
6s 1h# Body is one and-hath many Members, and al 
Members of 'th: Body, whicb-is one, though th 
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x Cor, 12«.12. The Pfoteffant Annotations in 
Eliqaberb's Bible are, **7hat we might be one' 
« - Body with Chrift, and the whole Charch one Chriſt, 
And on Epbeſ. 1. 23. The Church is alſo called 
Chriſt, 1 Cor. 12. 12. (What ſays our Adver- 
fary to theſe Annotations ? Dare he judge them- 
borrid Bloſpbeny ?) And-he that eſtabliſheth us with 
you in Chrift jeſus, and hath yemzs, Avoimed- 
u$,- 13 God, 2 Cor. 1. 21, 
Queſt But dorh nor the Name belong to the-whole- 
Body ( and every Member therein) as well as 10 the 
Head 


Auſro.” 1. Not Equally, becauſe he-is the Head. 
2. Nor Literally to be ſo named, but vertually: 
and ſpiritualy, and ſo truly, with reſpe& to. that: 
divine Power and Spirit, whereby both 'the Zea 
and the Body are Anointed ; and each Member 
partakes thereof in ſyum2 meaſure. But Chriſt, 
the Head in all things, has the Preheminence, he 
was Anointed (more eminently) in Fulneſs, his: 
Members in- part or ' meaſure by the ſame Spirit 


f and Power ; he was A4nointel above his Fellows, 


implying their being anointed in degree. Xau50s,. 
Chriſt, gnifies 4noinred, as being the very Chriſt, 
the only. b:gonen Son of Ged, which 1 know no- 
Member of his Body aſſumes to himſelf ; but- 
Yeineros, Chriftian, which has relation to Chriſt 
tne Anointed > for where Chrift's Church, which: 
is his Kody,. is ſaid to be the Fulneſs of him that. 
filleth ail in- all, Epbeſ, 1. 23. *Tis not of the. 
Church as difſtinRly. confidered' from the Head ; 
but Chriſt the Head is included in that Fulneſs, 
tho* his own proper Exiſtence be entire, . com«- 
pleat and moft glorious. | 

Creed 4. 4 word. to all you Deceivers, &c. I can- 
not apprehend ' how he can make the Quaker's 
Creed of this, ſuppoſing the whole Paſſage, un- 
teſs every pirticular Reproof muſt be taken for 
a general Creed, and then Argum:ntum 44 Homt- 
nem-;- may not this Creed-maker's calling the 
Quakers and their Miniſters; ( New Rome, Painted 
Harlot, Apoſtates, Deceivers, Falſe Chriſl's, Greas 
Impofters, Deluded Souls, Black-guard of Lyars, &« 
Tribe of Wretches, a Pack of Hypocrites, the greateft 
Cheats, &c.) be eſteemed Francis Bugg's and his 
Minifter's Creed ? But I dare ſay, many of the 
Church of Eng/and, would not-like ſuch a Creed 
to be formed and forged upon them from F. 3.'%5. 
Oy » and indecent Treatment of the Qua. 
ErSs | 

As to his Charge on G. RK &c. of the titer he. 
ing Duſt, Death, Carnal, Killing, the Husk, &c. 
Cr. 44 &.6. &-p. 78. 1 muſt refer the Ingeni- 


very Matter ; where he intends by Letter, not the 
Dottrin contained 3 thus diſtinguiſhing it in his 
Great Myſtery, fol. 78, wit. ** The Lenter, Paper 
« and Ink; that the Lewers are Carnal, but the Scri- 
«© pture, the thing is ſpeaks of is Spiritual, the word 
\ & 75 Spirit, (Thus G. F.) His dittinion ap» 
pears between the LZ:tier and the Spirit, as be- 
tween the Shadow and Subſtance, and to be partly 
grounded on Heb, g, 10. Rom. 2.29. & 2 Cay. 3.6, 
and partly relating to the Nature of what he in- 
tends by Letter abftradtiy, as in Paper and Ink 
which will decay: and is not theKernel,the Seed,the 
Life ar Spirir which will never decay; neither do 
we aſcribe Holineſs to the Paper and Ink, or dead 
CharaQers, but to the holy Dodtrin and blefled 
Precepts contain'd, which therefore are called 
The Hvly Scriptures, which we never did fay are 
either Carnal, Death or Kiling, but (pirituat 
living and permanent. The Holy Scriptures , 
2 Tim. 3. 15, 16. being: put for the Holy Do- 
Acin therein contain'd, is a Metonymical Phraſe, 
Yet we are truly thankful to God for preſerving 
td-us the outward Writings, Scriptures or Books 
commonly called the Bible. 

Creed 5, © The Light, Chrift, by whom all 
© things were made and created, glorified with 
© the Father before the World began, and which 
<« the Scripture teftifies of, 1S' ABOVE. the Scri- 
« pture, and before the Scripture-' was, Oc, 
« And this Chriſt is theſame yeſterday, to day, 
© and forever, whom the Saints came to witneſs 
&* WITHIN them, not another Chriſt nor many 
« Chriſt's, Gc. G. F.'s Great My. p. 254. 

Againſt which F. B. obj-As, viz. According to 
their Creed I2f$ recited, the ſame Chriſt by which all 
things w:re made ant created is- IN: THEM, which If 
rrue, then that proves: ſufficiently what Eccleſ.- ſays, 
viz. That the World was mad? by bim [ which F. 3. 
injuciouſly conftrues S. E. (xpor the Quaker's Creed) 
w ſay of G. F. Oh! horrible and blaſphe- 
mous Slander againft us, and expreſfly contrary to 
G, F.'s own Teftimony for Chriſt before-cited: } 

But inyert the ſaid oppoſed Creed on our Op+ 
poſer, to his contrary ſenſe, and then'it wil!'run 
thus, viz; 1. That Chriſt the Son of God, by whom 
-all things were made and of whom the Scripture teſt i- 
fies, is NOT above'the Scripture, nor before the Seri- 
pture Was. : 

21 of Chriſt's Divinity ?) 2. That tbe Saints came 
NOT to wimeſs this Chriſt within them (which is 
to deny their Chriſtian Faith of Chrift within, 
2:C0r. 13+ 5.) Oh! what borrible Amichviſtianiſm 


(5) - 


(1s not this Socinianiſm, and a Deny- - 


nd fad Apoftacy is the Man run into, thus to 


the Saints too ; contrary to Chrift's own {a1 
his Apoſtle's) Teftimony. Read Fob. _— 
2 Cor. 13. 5. : 

Creed 6, ©: All- Teaching which is given for 
** by Jeſus Chriſt, is to bring up the tlearers 
** Perfettion, even to the Meaſure, Stature at 
** Fulneſs of Chrift, 5c. On which he 
MARKS, Viz. Come and ſee- once more this 
diſmal, antichriſtian and uncharizable Creed of th 
deluded Souls, &c. They, like the Phariſees, bold 
SINLESS PERFECTION, &c, 

Anſw, Come and ſee once more what F. } 
holds, e converſo, to the tontrary, viz. That | 
Teaching (or Miniftry) given by Fear Chih, is n 
10 bring up the Hearers to Perfefion, that is, Sinle, 
tho" it was to preſent them perfe® in Chriſt, a 


that all might come in the Unity of the Faith, and; 


the knowledge of the Son of God unto a perfe# Ma 
and unto the meaſure of the Stature of :he fulneſs } 
Chriſt, as the Ap tle exprelly declares, -Epbef. ! 
Oh! what ſad and diſmaldarkneſs of Apoftacy 
the Man fallen into? Contrary both to-Chr 
and his Apoftle's expreſs Teſtimony. Read Jg 
17.21, 22; 23, 34. &c, Epheſ. 4.11, 12,13. | 
In Creed 6. ibid. He that hath the ſame Spig 
that raiſed up Jeſus from the dead, is Equal wh 
God (which we do deny). quoting Saul's Errar 
Sc. p. 8. and alſo-.Great Myſt 1y,' p.78, 127, 2 
where (quoth F, B_} their being equal with G0 
not denyed but- ſirongly implyed. | 
of. We deny both to be any part of Oj 
Creed. The fict, as being ſome accideni 
Miftake (in Saw's Errand)) as *tis really { 
pvs'd, being alſo-contradifted by 6+ F. in his d 
ownng the Charge, - and denying himſelf 'or & 
other Creature to be equal with God his Creatg 
But: teſtifies, the Son and Holy Ghoſt, to} 
equal in Power and Glory with God the Fathi 
Great- py Pp. 127. andp:'254. and Sauls Bj 
P- 5, 0, So " -. 
Let us. take a view of ſome of F. B.%$12 F 
rors charged on the Quakers Doctrin, on whi 
(with his 6 Kitions Creeds) bis 12 Chapte 
and much of his Book, are grounded. | 
1. Againſt G. F.'s Great Myſt. p. 89. vis." 
the Quakers bave 4 Spiris given 1 th-m beyond all | 
Fore-fathers ( ſince the days of the Apoſtles } in 
Apoſt acy, &C> : x b 
[The very intent and meaning of G. F.*s wo! 
herein, was not beyond all the Fore-fathers, withc 
exception, but beyond ail /n rhe Apoſtacy.). £ 
further, And they can diſcern who are Saints,” | 
who are Devils, and who are Apoſtates, without: ſpe 
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wer ard Life of Trath Tas EZ. F. there faith) 
{4 diſcefn between S#irts and Devils , &c 
1 that's poſſible, as *ris for humble Men to 
mM Wicked Perfons, even by theic pioudan4 
y Looks, wanton and ſcornful Eyes, enviuus 
-failen Countenances; the ſhew of wiſe 
ntenance teſtifying againſt them ; and mvre 
&ially by the Gift of diſccrning of Spirits, given 
fome in the Church of cbrif#, Apoftates and 
ked Spirits are diſcernable from Saints. The 
| part that a Spirit of Underſtanding and Dij- 
jins was given, and among us, beyond all fuch 
p-fath:rs as were in the Apoſtacy, F, B. did long 
eve was 20 Error, But now if he'!l have it 
invert it upon him, and then it muſt be in 
"ſenſe, 1. That 'tis an Error 10 profeſs a Spirit 
em us (now adays) beyond all the Fore-jathers in 
Apoſtacy. 2. That they that be in the Power and 
e of Truth cannot diſcern between Saints and De- 
j, eſpecially when klent, Theſe being oppoſite 
the DoArins he deems Erroneous ; by the firſt, 
as excluded himſelf (as well as others) from 
Spirit of Chrift, which is beyond all the Fore - 
ders in the Apoftacy, and thereby he hath 
tuded Chrift and his Spirit, which the true 
oftles had ; conſequently he's endued with the 
fit of Apoftates, and in a great Apoſtacy, 
only from the Chriſtian Society of the People 
ed Quakers, Hut alſo from Chriſt himſelf, his 
rit, Light and Truth. By the ſecond, he has 
joled (afhd excluded himſclf from) the-Saints 
© of difkerning (by the Power and Life of 
ath ) between, Saints and Devils. 
flis 11th Erroneous Principle charged on the 
ers, chap, 1, out of Good Advice, p. 39. 
, That Edward VI. by Archbiſhop Cranmer, was 
pelled tro (fign a Warrant to burn poor Joan of 
it, counted an Enthuſiaft, for which F. B- ſadly 
Clo preſumption) vilifies i, P. &c. Þ. 72, 
and which he faith, He does not beiteve, but 
pes it upon him G. W. and the reſt as a Lye, untt] 
prove it by a Proteflant Amtbor, 
Inſw, Sce Speed's Chronicle, p. 1103. how 
arly it is proved, and how averſe Euward V7. 
$ toſigning the Warrant to barn Foan Butcher ; 
how Dr. Crarmer (his Godfather) ArchbilBop, 
oured to induce him to fet his Hand to the 
rrant of her Fxecution, 'and with what relu- 
cy hedid it, but not without Weeping : See 
bd Biker's Chron. Pp. 311. Now, F. B, mayft 
u not be horribly confounded and aſhamed of 
y Precipitant fooliſh raſhneſs, in reviling and 
juſtly condemning us as Lyars in this Mat- 
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- 12th ſuppoſed Error, * I affirm the true 
© Church is in the true Faith, that is, inGod 5 
© and we muſteither believe this AS the true 
« Church b:lieves, or clle it were but both a 
&« Folly and Hypocriſie to profeſs our ſelves Mem- 
© bers thereof. ; 

This he eharges upon -my ſelf as one of the 
Quakers great Errors (wherein I did not make 
the Church the Foundation, but Example of our 
Belief, ) whence it follows, inverting it to his 
contrary Principle :mpiyed, that either the true 
Church is nut'in the true Faith, that 1s, in God, 
and therefore we muſt not believe as ſhe believes ; 
orelle, rthat.tho' the true Church-b< in the true 
Faith, *hat is, in God, we muſt not believe this 
as the true Church believes, or we muſt not be- 
lieve in God as the true Church helieves ; let 
kim take which he pleales, feeirg he oppoſes my 
Affirmation as erroncous; and then behold this 
dlackſſiding Adverſary's Faith, and return vpon 
him, Ob! horrible Apoſtacy from the Faith of the true 
Cyurch. | 

if F. B. ſays, the aforeſaid Inverſions are. not 
his meaning ; then what did he oppoſe as Errone- 
ous, pray ? Muit not the contrary Senſe of every 
thing hz oppoſeth be taken for his Senſe ? Or did 
he wittingly and wilfully oppoſe Truth ? It muft 
be the one or t'other, Take which he pleaſcs, 
and let him wind off the Dilemma if he can, 

The moſt of the refit of his Articles that con- 
cern Dodrin, are anſwered in divers other 
Books ; as in iny late Anſwer to the Baptiſts at 
D-prford, and Enquiry into a late Pamphlet, 
ftiled, Some of the Quakers Principles and Dodrins, 
&c. Andin my Anſwer to Dr Ford's Preſerva- 
tive agdinſ} Quakeriſm, At preſent I wave and 
paſs by many of his Perſunal Abuſes, groſs De- 
trations, Raileries and Slanders, and unjuft 
Compariſons between Vs. and the Papiſis and 
Popes and many of his foul Reproaches caft up- 
on the Servants of Chriſt, both living, and the 
dead in Chriſt, which the righteous God takes no- 
tice of, 

Only, F. B, I may remind thee, That thy 
Stories againſt me, As an ill Inſtrument 10 ſer Man 
an4 Wife 4t variance, and in breaking a Match, p. 60. 
are both utterly falſe 5 and the Match, pretend- 
ed, was not of my breaking; as I can eaſily 
evince, As alfo thy Conſ:quence, «That G. IF. 
has out-done the boIdeſi Feſuits that ever 1hou read of. 
Andeven in thy Title Page, termirg me a Chief 
Cardinal, In both whereof it appears, thou makft 
no Conſcience of defaming and ſcandalizing. me 


than 'twas to render thee an Informer  - asalſo, 
In thy charging me with being a Deceiver of the 
People, p. 33, 3:\» On a Suppoſition from T. R.'s 
Account, that thou voluntarily paid thy Fine be- 
fore Diſtreſs, when 'twas after, according to thy 
Certificate, p. 34. But ſuppoſe his Acconnt was 
a Miſtake as to ſuch Circumſtance of time of 
payment, and I miſtaken too in ſuch Suppoſition, 
(hadſt thou no better CharaQter . for him, than 
Lying Lawy:r,, nor for me, than Decerver. of the 
People ?  ) Which I placed not on a necellity from 
God (as is fa!fly pretendei) but on a Suppdſition, 
nor was it Matter of  Doctrin; does it follow 
that 1 am, therefore, a Deceiver of the People ? 
How does that appear; from the true ftate of the 
Caſe? And upon what Propoſition and Argu- 
ment ? ['i] ſuppoſe one for thee. He that bas been 
miſtaken in a 5uppofition about a Circumſtance of time, 
7s 4 Decetvrr of the People; but G. W. bas been ſa 
miſtaken , Ergo, and then I muſt deny the major 
or firſt Propoſition z and can produce ſufficient 

Exceptions to invalid the Argument. 9) 

_ I have not room here cloſely to purſue the D7- 
lemma upon thee, for thy tqngorizing Retration 
and Excuſe of thy being 10a ; 
thiuwaft in'in 1686. concerning us int g 3 
and that rhou haſt then better Thoughts of us -reſpe#- 
ing our beginning, than now thou ha#t ; aud: that by 
yeaſon thereof thou waſt in an Error, alſo granting thou 
waſ} miſtaken in thy charitable Opinion of us, and in 
the greater Error, &c, Þ. 12, 13, 14 Which 
feigned RetraQion {heing in oppoſition to thy 
own Plain declared Teſtimonies both before and 
fince thy Conformity) will not excuſe thee from 
Self.condemnation, nor from Sinning againſt 
Linh and Conviftion in thy temporizing Back- 
ding, 

And now, F. B. as concerning thy Propoſal to 
G.W. &c. To prove what we have ſaid, or retratt 
what we cannot, of our Principles which we hold (and 
which thou chargeſt and rechargeſt on us as thou ſay'ſt ) 
according to E Burrough's Propoſition, than to let 
thee bave a Monihs notice thereof, any four, fix or 


By a Servant of Feſus Chriſt, 


. 
A o- 
boy 
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Church, Biſhops or Clergy of England, that t 


ren of ourableſt Captains, 'tis ableft Precehere 
thy Zpiſtle 18 Bereans, P. 12.) and that in Mih 
bell too (as then boaſtingly challenge) axd 6 
wilt take the like number. of MEN oz thy fide 3. 
if we; refuſe: this, then'tis in thy purpoje to ty 
thy ſelf no more after this manner, chap. 12. P« 
and chap.:Tr. P. 1,2. and.Poſtſcript, p. $9.KP. 
Anſw, This we look upon as a conceited, pro 
Boaſting (as well as unequal) Challenge on 
part, and therefore refule it ; and we are 
bound to dance after thy Pipe 5 nor to run af 
thee to Mildzn-ball to wait upon thee. Whet 
thou wilt keep to thy purpoſe, to trouble 4 
ſelf no more after this manner, or break thy Þ 
miſe ; look thou to that, if-chou think'ft th 
haft any Reputation to loſe. 'W= rejeft oy . 
ceited boaſting Challenge, 1. Recauſe it fupj 
ſeth ſelf ſuch a qualified Perſon as £E 
made Propoſitions unto, 'which was. fe 
Meeting of 4 few of the ableſt Prieſts and 2 
ſors, which thou attempteft no proof for 
ſelf being one of them; and thy own $clf-g 
ceit can be no proof thereof-to ys. .» 
2, Nor 'that the number intended on thy 
are of the ableſt Priefts and Profeſſors ; the 
fore thy Challenge ſuits not thy inſtance, - 
Nor doft thou produce anyDeputation from 


will own and ftand by thy Books againft us, 
intruſt thee and thy number of Men to cont 
vert Matters of Religion on their behalf; f 
Deputation might juſtly be expected thou ſho 
eft have produced ; conſidering how lofty, 
ſulting and extenſive thy Challenge is 3 and I 
it tends to affe&t a People and their Profeſlic 
we having alſo many foul Abuſes and Perverty 
to charge againft thy Books , and not at al 
merous or doubtful of dealing with thee, £6 
a Chriftian way,, if the Lord ſhould requi 
(remembring how thou wilt accept G. W.'s t 
Charges Þ. 31.) But we are not under thy 
riſdition, Command or Summons, either- as-Þ 
or Chriftians. 


WHITEHEA 


4 ſcribed, d6, in Behalf, of the Pen- 
| commonly called Quakers Certifie all Per- 
that are or may be concerned, That 


Rome, hath moft injuriouſly and falſly accu- 
\and charged the aid People, and their Mini- 
$ as followeth, viz. 

I, With Deaymg Chrift Jeſus who was born of 
Virgin Mary, who ſuffered without the Gates 
ernſalem, roſe again. and aſcended into Hea- 
n, Sc, and that they believe and ſay, That they 
mor call HIM Chrift, chap. 3. p. 16. and Epi- 
e £0 Bereans, P.2. 

11. That the Quaker's Prophets give Witneſs to 
, Fox INSTEAP of this Chriſt that they call 
G. F. the Branch, the Star, the Son of Rigb- 
wſaeſs > and put the North of Engla r. the 
oY Bethlehem; Epiftle to the Be'WFs, and 

I, WET 


ened in Londor, the 
gd. day of the 2d. 
Month, called Jpr/, 
1693. | 
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: E whoſe Names are hereunto. ſub- - 


is Bugs, in his late great Book, ftiled, 


Tho. G1een, 
James Parke, - 
Sa 


Sam. { 
John 


% - b 


HI. That they (i. e. the Quakers) ſay, His 
Body (viz. Chrift's Body) was of an earibly pe-- 
rifſhing. Nature, Epift. ibid Remark on Creed 3, 

LV.-That they ſay, The HOZY SCRIPTURE 
iS Carnal, Dnuft, Death and Killeh, &c. Epiſt, 
ibid. on Cr. 6. and p. 78. And to aggravate 
Matters againſt the Quakers, F. B, moſt unjuſtly 
and maliciouſly li their Creed to be Anti- 
chriflian, Blaſphemous, Idolatrow, it not a. Compound 
of all Hercfies, Epift. ibid on Cr. 6. 


Whereupon we do, in the Holy Fear of Al- 
mighty God, aud in Behalf of the laid People, 
Declare and TeNifie, That all theſe, and allothec 
his Accuſations of the ſame kind, or depending 
thereupon, are utterly falſe, wickeFand malici- 
ous, and never /o believed, ſo.faid, nor ſoaffirm- 
ed by Vs, as charged againſt Us ; but contrary 
to our Perſuaſion, Principle and Profeſſion. 


Gilbert Laſty, 


